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Cases Reported this Week. 
(Berork THE Vacation JUDGE.) 
Brown v. The Committee of the Stock Exchange..... .........ss000...000 


TT IINIR.. ... tam cocasnseserio vecserateteyerseecesusedes 
The Wolverhampton and District Incorporated Society... 


Reg. v. Boaler...... . 


On Wepyespay last, being the third day of the vacation 
sittings for chancery business, the list contained thirty-three 
cases to be heard, none of them being exceptionally difficult. 
Notwithstanding this the learned judge had not disposed of the 
reper until a late hour, and only rose at a quarter to nine 
o’cloc 


Mr. Justice Bruce has directed that any applications of a 
very pressing nature under the Parliamen ections Act, 
1868, may be made to him at judges’ chambers; but if not 
urgent they should stand over until the 17th inst., when they 
will be taken by “Mr. Justice Barnes. If, however, there are 
several very urgent applications to be made they may be put 
into a list, and would in be heard by Mr. Justice Jeunn. 


In tHE case of Zhe Wolverhampton and District Incorporated | , ; ‘ D 
Society (reported elsewhere), Brucr, J., appears at first to have , under section 17, To provide against the 
Joubt as to whether applications under the Companies | county council acquiring land in respect of w 


had some 


(Memorandum of Association) Act, 1890, could in any case be 
vacation business. He has also more than once said that wind- 
ing up is not properly vacation business, and has expressed his 
reluctance to make winding-up orders; and, in fact, there have 
been remarkably few windings up so far during the present 
vacation. With respect to applications under the Companies 
(Memorandum of Association) Act, 1890, several orders were 
made by the Vacation Judge last year, and it is by no means 
clear why such applications should not come within the legiti- 
mate vacation business. 








| 


| THE DISADVANTAGE of the present plan of assigning the duties 
of Vacation Judge is exemplified this year by the fact that the 
| two judges to whom these duties are committed, having been 
very recently elevated to the bench, find themselves unaccustomed 
to the exercise of judicial functions, and are forced to proceed 
| with the greatest deliberation. And this is the more noticeable 
| when, as at the present time, a judge of the Queen’s Bench 
| Division has to become accustomed to Chancery practice and 
| procedure for the first time in his career. A better plan than 
that at present in force would be to postpone the appointment 
of a newly-appointed judge to take Vacation work until he has 
had at. least six months’ experience on the bench. When the 
courts are sitting, a newly-appointed judge can always find one 
of his colleagues ready to afford him advice and assistance in 
matters which may cause him perplexity. Mr. Justice Bruce, 
on Wednesday last, might have risen at a much earlier hour 
than 8.45 had he acted upon the well-established custom of 
deciding a preliminary objection made by a defendant before 
hearing the arguments of the plaintiff moving for a committal 
for contempt. Instead of adopting this course the learned judge 
heard the whole case through, and listened to arguments for 
upwards of two hours, finally dismissing the motion on the 
preliminary objection. There is plenty of Vacation work to be 
got through. In Queen’s Bench Chgathens on Tuesday last the 
judge had not disposed of his list until 9 o’clock. It may be 
hoped that as time goes on the judge will find himself able to 
decide cases with greater rapidity without any diminution of the 
efficiency which has so far marked the present Vacation work. 





Section 10 (2) or THe Small Holdings Act, 1892, provides 
that rules under the Land Transfer Act may (a) adapt that Act 
to the registration of small holdings, with such modifications as 
appear to be required; and (+) on the application and at the 
expense of a county council provide, by the appointment of 
local agents or otherwise, for effecting the registration of title 
required by the Small Holdings Act. Rules accordingly have 
now been issued, and also a paper of suggestions (printed else- 
where) for facilitating the progress of applications for registra- 
tion. Upon an application by a county council for registration 
as proprietors of land with an absolute title, the solicitor who 
has been employed in the purchase is to make a statutory 
declaration describing his investigation of the title, and stating 
that the council have a good holding title. The declaration 
will shew whether the title has been approved by counsel or 
not. Upon this declaration apparen y the registrar can 
act, but in general the title be referred to a convey- 
ancing counsel selected by him. This, however, does not mean 
that the investigation of title will take place inside the 
office. After a reference to counsel (who must be of not ° 
less than ten years’ standing) has been made, the investiga- 
tion will be conducted by the solicitor to the county council 
under his directions, and the solicitor will obtain (if practicable) 
all the evidence necessary to enable the counsel to report that the 
title is fit for registration as absolute. As to this both the rules 
and the suggestions call attention to the fact that under section 17 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, the registrar may approve of a 
title theoretically open to ——— if, in his opinion, it is one 
the holding under which will not be disturbed, and accordingly, 
| if the counsel reports that the county council appear to have a 
| good holding title, the registrar may act upon the report and 
register the title as absolute, or else he may refer it to the court 

ibility of the 
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obtain registration with an absolute title, it is suggested that 
contracts for the purchase of land under the Small Holdings 
Act should, wherever practicable, be made conditional on the 
acceptance of the title by the Land Registry and on the vendor 
giving all necessary facilities for this purpose. A title, it is 
pointed out, which would not satisfy the requirements of the 
Registry would hardly be a proper investment for public money. 
It is to be noticed that rule 2 of the Land Transfer Rules, 
1889, gives a general discretion to the registrar with regard to 
the acceptance of titles which are good holding titles, or which 
have been duly investigated and accepted outside the office on 
recent dealings for value, and he may also act on the opinion of 
any conveyancing counsel of not less than ten years’ standing. 
The present rules appear to be intended to make these provi- 
sions generally applicable to registration under the Small Hold- 
ings Act. In cases where the title is not at first satisfactory it 
may be registered provisionally until further investigation can 
be made, and the purchasers from the county council will, 
pending the completion of the absolute registration, have the 
benefit of the title possessed by the county council at the time 
of the provisional registration. 


Part IV. or rue rules, dealing with the proceedings on the 
death of the proprietor of a small holding, provides that on the 
death of a sole proprietor, or of the survivor of several joint 
registered proprietors, the executor or administrator of the 
deceased proprietor may be put on the register without regard 
to the beneficial title. Such executor or administrator will be 
a trustee for all persons beneficially interested, and (except for 
purposes of registered dealings for value with the land) 
the registration will not affect the beneficial ownership. 
Under section 41 of the Land Transfer Act of 1875 it would 
seem that the registrar ought to register such person ‘as 
may for the time being appear to be entitled according to law,” 
that is, the devisee or heir, and it is not perhaps quite clear 
where the power comes in to make a rule substituting the per- 
sonal representative. Part V. empowers the registrar, on the 
application of the county council, to appoint suitable persons 
as local registrars. Every such person must be either a 
barrister or a solicitor or an officer of the county council, or 
a district registrar of the High Court, or a registrar of the 
county court, or a registrar of an existing local deed regis- 
try. It will be his duty to supply information to the 
owners of small holdings and other persons in regard to 
all matters connected with registration and transfer of land 
under the Small Holdings Act, and to give all necessary assist- 
ance in the preparation of instruments for registration and 
transfer under the Act. 





A sew reer order, which we print elsewhere, relating to 
the registration of land acquired under the Small Holdings 
Act, has also been issued. It does not touch the costs of 
registration of title by the county council, except to state that 
the full fee as for an absolute title will be charged upon a pro- 
visional registration, though no further fee will be charged when 
the registration is completed. Hence the full fee will be charged 
as prescribed by the order of 16th January, 1889, and that 
though the work inside the office appears to be reduced to a 
minimum. Where the registrar selects a conveyancing counsel, 
and afterwards acts upon his report, the registry will be en- 
titled to a fee, supposing the purchase-money to be £10,000, of 
£14 As every registration of title is meant to be followed by a 
transfer of the land in plots to small holders, the registry can 
well afford to make some concession, and on the /irst transfer 
from the county council the fee will be 4d. in the £—that is, if 
the value of the small holding be £100, 48. 2d. instead of 19s. ; 
if £500, the fee will be £1 0s. 10d. instead of £2 58. A reduc- 
tion is also made in the amount of the fee chargeable for a land 
certificate in respect of a first transfer where the value of the 
land is between £300 and £1,000. In all future transfers the 
full fees will be payable. Altogether, if the Act comes into 
general operation, the Land Registry ix likely to make a good 
thing out of it. In the public funds at the disposal of the 
county councils there will be a safe source for the initial expenses, 
and, the land being once on the register, further gains in the 
future are assured. 





} given, and the end of it was that I paid nothing.” 


Tue Nartonat Desr (Stockholders’ Relief) Act, 1892 (55 & 
56 Vict. c. 89), is an Act of considerable importance to the 
holders of Consols and other “stock,” upon the meaning of 
which general term we shall have something to say presently. 
It first provides that notice in writing must be given to a stock- 
holder, at his registered residence, of an impending transfer of 
unclaimed stock under section 51 of the National Debt Act, 
1870; next, that the Bank may strike the balance for a dividend 
‘‘on any day not being more than thirty-seven days before the 
day on which the dividend is payable ’’; next, that the dividends 
on stock standing in the names of infants may be invested in 
stock by their parents and guardians ; and next, that where any 
person has a right to stock by any Act of Parliament ‘‘he shall 
be deemed to be entitled to make a valid transfer of the stock,” 
as he surely would have been witiout the assistance of any 
further Act of Parliament. But by far the most important sec- 
tions are the 5th and 6th. By the 5th section, which substan- 
tially repeats the 18th section of the National Debt (Conversion) 
Act, 1888, with the important substitution of ‘‘may” for 
“shall,” it is enacted that the Bank may allow any holder or 
joint holders of stock to have more than one account, provided 
that (1) ‘each account must be distinguished by a number or 
by such other designation as may be directed by the Bank” ; 
(2) “the Bank shall not be required to permit more than four 
accounts to be opened in the same name or names”; and (3) 
that ‘‘ nothing in this section shall affect the Bank with notice 
of any trust.” These words, notwithstanding that the terms of 
sub-section (2) point slightly to an opposite construction, appear 
to give the Bank a discretion in the matter, but we presume the 
obligation imposed upon the Bank by section 18 of the Act of 
1888, to keep more than one account for any holder or joint 
holders of the New 2? per Cents., or ‘‘Goschens,’”’ thereby 
created, will still continue, and that the discretionary power 
will only extend to other stock. The provisions of the Act of 
1888, which were carried into effect by the Bank distinguishing 
the different accounts by letters, are but little known. They 
may be of some use to trustees, and their incorporation in the 
present Act may have the effect of bringing them more into 
use. The 6th section is as follows :— 

‘* Stock may be transferred to and held in the names of an individual 

and a body corporate, or of two or more bodies corporate, and any such 
holding shall in its relation to the bank be deemed a joint tenancy.’’ 
This is, of course, suggested by Law Guarantee and Trust 
Society v. Bank of England (24 Q. B. D. 406), where Maruew, J., 
refused to grant a mandamus to the bank to register a transfer 
of Consols in the joint names of the trust society and an 
individual, on the grounds that a corporation could not be a 
joint tenant, as the individual would by such a joint tenancy lose 
the right of survivorship, which is one of the essentials of a joint 
tenancy, and that to register the corporation as a tenant in common 
would impose or might be imposing on the bank the hardship 
of inquiring into the proportions of the shares held by the tenants 
in common. But what is the meaning of ‘‘stock”? Has the 
word a general meaning so as to include railway and other 
stock, or how far is it restricted? At first sight the meaning 
appears to be general, and the judgment of Maruew, J., in the 
case we have referred to seems to point to the desirability of a 
general alteration of the law. But the 8th section enacts that 
‘this Act shall apply to all stock for the time being transferable 
in the books of the bank, except in so far as there is anything 
to the contrary in any Act under which the stock was created.” 
From this section, although the words “and no other stock” do 
not follow the words “ to all stock,” as they ought, for greater 
precision, to have done, and from the general contents of the 
Act, we draw the inference that the Act apples only to the 
various Government stocks transferable at the bank and to the 
local and colonial stocks which are also so transferable. 





A correspondent of the Times, writing upon the question of clergy fees, 
says: ‘* Allow me briefly to tender my advice to all who are clearly over- 
charged by bishops’ officials, Do as I did. On two occasions the charges 
made to me seemed out of all reason. 1 applied to the late Archdeacon 
Allen for advice. He said, ‘Ask for items.’ I did #0, and to each 
application J simply replied, ‘ Viease send me items.’ They were never 
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THE TEST OF WHAT IS A BILL OF SALE. 
If. 
TurrE has been some difference of judicial opinion as to the 
effect of a document which is to come into operation simul- 
taneously with a change of possession. The test, however, 
appears to be the same as in the cases already discussed, Does 
the document confer a right to possess, or does it not? If it 
does, it is a bill of sale (unless it falls within the cases excepted 
from the Act), and if it does not, it is not a bill of sale. 

In considering documents of this class it must be remembered 
that no man can at law assign that which does not belong to 
him, but if he assigns a thing which he afterwards acquires, the 
assignment operates in equity and falls within the definition of 
a bill of sale. See-this explained J/olroyd v. Marshall (10 
H. L. Cas. 191). If A. assigns to B. property to be acquired by 
A. in the future, it may happen from the nature of the case that 
the property cannot be ascertained, so that no equitable right 
can pass to B. till the instant at which the property passes into 
B.’s possession. In this case the delivery of possession to B. 
confers on him a strictly legal right, and the instrument is not a 
bill of sale. It will be observed that the instrument does not 
confer the right to possess, because, until the possession itself 
passes, there is nothing of which the right to possess can be 

ven. 

"i good example of a case of this sort is afforded by the 
common clause in a building contract declaring that all materials 
brought on the land for the purposes of the works shall be the 
property of the landowner. It has been held by the Court of 
Appeal that as soon as the materials are brought on to the land 
they vest at law in the landowner, and that the contract is not a 
bill of sale (Reeves v. Barlow, 11 Q. B. 610, 12 Q. B. D. 436). 
There is, however, much difficulty in seeing how it is that the 
materials pass into the possession of the landowner on their 
being placed on the land. 

We have the authority of Brerr, M.R., for thinking that 
it was intended that the materials should become the property 
of the owner of the soil, ‘‘not as chattels, but as part of the 
freehold ” (see 12 Q. B. D., at p. 438), so that as soon as they 
were placed on the land they would become annexed to the free- 
hold. There is some difficulty in adopting this view, because it 
is false in fact. Building materials are not physically annexed 
to the freehold at the moment when they are brought on to the 
land ; some of them may be so annexed after an interval of time, 
others of them perhaps are never employed for building purposes, 
and are eventually removed from the land. 

There is another view which we are inclined to think is the 
true one. The possession of bulky objects is transferred by any 
act which puts them under the effective control of the person to 
whom possession is to be given. The manner in which the 
effective control is given depends upon the nature of the object. 
Possession of wine or coals is usually delivered by placing the 
wine or coals into the purchaser’s cellar. Possession of heavy 
goods is usually transferred by placing them on the land or in 
the warehouse of the purchaser, This gives him as much 
control over them as the nature of the case admits of. In the 
case of the building contract, placing the materials on the land 
is the only practical manner of transferring the possession to the 
landowner. The instant that the materials are placed on the 
land the possession is transferred, and after that time the 
builder can only use them as the servant or agent of the 
landowner. 

Whichever of these views as to the mode in which posses- 
sion passes to the landowner is correct, it is clear that, as the 
only manner in which the goods can be ascertained is by their 
being brought on to the land, or, in other words, that as the 
ascertaining of the goods and the transfer of possession is 
simultaneous, there can be no time at which the building con- 
tract confers a right to possess the goods, and therefore it 
cannot be a bill of sale. 

Another example of a case of this nature is where an agree- 
ment is made by a merchant with his commission agent or factor 
that the latter shall have a possessory lien for his expenses or 
remuneration on the goods from time to time in his hands. 
Here his lien arises the instant that he acquires possession, 
and the instrument of agreement confers on him no right of 





property in nor the right to possess any ific goods. If 
under the terms of the agreement the m t is bound to 
consign goods to him, and neglects to do so, his remedy is 
in damages only, but if the goods are consigned to him 
his lien arises at the very instant when they pass into his 
possession. It follows that the instrument of agreement is 
not a bill of sale (Morris v. Delobbel Flipo, 40 W. R. 492, 
1892, 2 Ch. 352). Charlesworth v. Mills (25 Q. B. D, 421; 1892, 
A. C. 231) may be explained on similar principles. A sheriff's 
officer seized Wixson’s furniture in execution, and put a man in 
possession. Wuxson, by agreement in writing with Cuar.rs- 
WORTH, an auctioneer, authorized CHARLESWORTH, in considera- 
tion of his paying the amount of the execution debt to the 
sheriff’s officer, to hold ion of the furniture, to sell it by 
auction, and, after deducting the amount advanced and his 
charges, to pay the balance to Winson. As part of the same 
transaction, CuARLEswortH paid the sheriff’s officer and took a 
receipt from him. The officer remained in possession of the 
goods for CuarLEsworts till the latter removed them for sale. 
In the Court of Appeal Linptxy and Lorsgs, L.JJ. (dissentiente 
Lord Esuer, M.R.), held that the document was a bill of sale, on 
the ground that there was no physical change of possession, and 
that the agreement by which the sheriff's officer became the 
bailee of CuarLEswortTH could not be proved without the written 
agreement, which merely transferred the right to possess. But 
in the House of Lords a different view was taken. It was pointed 
out that possession was changed at the time when the advance 
was made, and that the instrument was not a bill of sale. It 
should, however, be noticed that where the House of Lords 
speaks of the possession being changed, a more accurate method 
of speaking would have been to say that, though the goods 
remained in the possession of the sheriff’s officer, so that the 
possession was not changed, the character of his possession was 
changed, and that at the instant that the payment was made to 
him he became CHarLeswortn’s bailee. The reader who has 
understood the former article will see that the written agree- 
ment between Witson and CuarLesworTH was only an agree- 
ment as to what was to happen when Cuartesworrn obtained 
ossession of the goods. It was not an instrument giving to 
him the right to possess, and therefore could not, consistently 
with the principles that we have laid down, be a bill of sale. 


REVIEWS. 
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Ford on Oaths. For Use by Commissioners for Oaths and all 
Persons Authorized to Administer Oaths in the British Islands and 
the Colonies. Seventh Edition. By Cuarues Forp, F.R.S.L. Law 
Times Office and Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
LAND REGISTRY. 
Lanp TRANSFER Act, 1875, AND SMALL Hoxpryes Act, 1892. 
RULE, 

I, The Right Honourable Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, 
Lord High Chancellor of Great Britain, with the concurrence of the 
Treasury, by virtue and in pursuance of the Land Transfer Act, 
1875, and the Small Holdings Act, 1892, and of all other powers and 
authorities enabling in that behalf, Do determine that the fees to be 
paid in the Land Registry in respect of transactions under the last 
mentioned Act shall be regulated as follows, ong i 

The fee for provisional registration (to be paid on leaving the 
application for registration) shall be the same as for an Absolute title, 
but no fee shall be charged on the complete registration of the same 
as absolute. 

The fee payable on the registration of a purchase of a Small 
Holding on First Transfer from the County Council shall be i in 
the £, and no registration fee shall be payable in respect of any 
charge made by such purchaser in favour of the County Council as 
part of the purchase arrangement if left for registration within three 
months of the registration of such purchaser. 

The fee chargeable on the issue of a Land Certificate in respect of 
the first Transfer of a Small Holding for a value exceeding £300* and 


* No fee is payable for a Land Certificate by a Transferee of Land on a Transfer not 
exceeding £300 jn value, 
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not exceeding £1,000, if applied for within three months of the first 
registration of the purchaser, shall be 5s. 
In all other respects the fee orders for the time being in force in the 
Land Registry shall apply. 
Dated this 15th of August, 1892. 
HALsBuRY, C’. 
We certify that this Rule is made with the concurrence of the 
Treasury. 
Signed GEORGE J. GOSCHEN, 
gn HERBERT EUSTACE MAXWELL. 


SUGGESTIONS 


Jor facilitating the progress of applications for Registration by County 
Councils under Sec. 10 (1) of the Small Holdings Act. 

1. Contracts for the purchase of land for the purposes of the Small 
Holdings Act should, wherever practicable, be made conditional on 
the acceptance of the title by the Land Registry as Absolute, and on 
the Vendor giving all necessary facilities to that end. 

An analogous provision (to the effect that the title must be approved 
by the Court) is commonly inserted in contracts for the purchase of 
land by trustees and other persons where the purchase- money is to be 
paid out of funds in Court, and is found to work satisfactorily. 

2. As soon as the centract is signed, application should be made to 
the Land Registry, under Rule 9, for a reference to Conveyancing 
Counsel (of not less than 10 years’ standing). 

3. The Solicitor to the County Council should then investigate the 
title under such Counsel’s directions, and obtain (if practicable) all 
evidence necessary to enable the latter to report the title to the 
Registrar as fit for registration as Absolute under Rule 12. 

4. With regard to the investigation of title it may be observed that 
Sec. 17 of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, enables a title to be regis- 
tered as Absolute though open to objection, provided that it is one 
the holding under which in the opinion of the Registrar will not be 
disturbed, and that Rule 2 of the Land Transfer Rules of 1889 gives 
a general discretion to the Registrar with regard to the acceptance of 
titles which are good holding titles, and which have been investigated 
and accepted outside the office on recent dealings for value though 
not deduced for the full period. It would seem, therefore, that a 
title which would fail to satisfy such very moderate requirements 
would hardly be a proper investment for public money. 

5. In case for any reason the above suggestions cannot be followed, 
it may be observed that the Rules also provide (Rule 4) for the provi- 
sional registration of the County Council with such title as may be 
practicable under the circumstances of the case. Thus, where des- 
patch is of importance, the registration of the County Council and 
the transfer to the small holder can be effected without waiting for 
the completion of all formalities required for an absolute title. Under 
Rules 4 and § the several purchasers will be able to obtain the benefit 
of the absolute registration when completed, and Rule 42 is intended 
to protect the County Council and their purchasers from any practical 
inconvenience arising in the meantime on sales, &c., owing to the 

provisional nature of the registration. 

6. In any case the conveyance to or by the County Council should 
shew the property on the Ordnance map (Rule 10), as registration is 
always made by means of that map. The 25-inch scale, uncoloured 
edition, is the one recommended for use, with any corrections or 
enlargements that may be necessary. 

7. The fees are regulated by the fee order of 16th January, 1889, 
as modified by the special fee order issued under the Act. The Gene- 
ral Rules regulating applications are dated 25th December 1875, 1st 
January 1889, and 9th August, 1892. It is in contemplation to pub- 
lish these in one edition, or possibly in a consolidated form. 


Referring to the judgment of the Privy Council in the Bishop 
of Lincoln's vase, and to the suggestion contained in it that the 
decisions in the Durham vases of 1628 and 1629, apparently sanc- 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
| Before the Vacation Judge. 
| 


BROWN +. THE COMMITTEE OF THE STOCK EXCHANGE— 
26th August. 


Lonpon Stock Excuance—CommirrrE—Rvizgs AND REGULATIONS OF Sroox 
ExcHANGE—EXPuLsion OF Memper—Bona Fines—Insuncrion—Batrance 
or CONVENIENCE AND INCONVENIENCE—DISHONOURABLE CoNDUCT wWrTaty 
THE RULES. 


This was an application to continue until the trial an injunction 
restraining the committee of the Stock Exchange from confirming a 
| certain resolution which had been passed expelling the plaintiffs from the 

Stock Exchange for alleged dishonourable conduct. ‘Che resolution was 
passed on the 9th of August, 1892, and was to the effect that the conduct 
of Messrs. Brown, Doering, & M‘Nab in connection with the Steam Loop 
Co., as disclosed in the case of Scott v. Brown, Doering, M‘ Nab, § Co., was 
disgraceful and dishonourable, and had brought them under the operation 
of rule 16 of the rules of the Stock Exchange. The resolution would, in 
the ordinary course, come on to be confirmed on the 14th of August, when 
the plaintiffs would have been actually expelled. The dishonourable 
conduct in question arose out of certain facts disclosed by the evidence in 
the above action, which was tried before Wright, J., when he animad- 
verted on the conduct of M‘Nab in connection with certain transactions, 
but expressly said there was no evidence against the other partners. The 
plaintiffs appealed from the decision of Wright, J., and the Court of 
Appeal said that there had been an agreement to cheat the public by 
making them believe there was a market for certain shares. Brown and 
Doering were not personally referred to by the Court of Appeal as being 
implicated in the matter. These proceedings were reported in the news- 
papers. The injunction restraining the committee had been continued by the 
Vacation Judge (Bruce, J.) until August 26. The following rules of the Stock 
Exchange are material, and were referred to in the arguments :—Rule 11, 
**No resolution of the committee sball be valid, or put in force, until 
confirmed, unless it relates to the shutting of the house, the admission of 
members, the readmission of defaulters, the fixing of ordinary settling 
days, or the granting or refusing of special settlements, and official 
quotations. In cases which do not admit of delay, two-thirds of the 
committee present must concur in favour of the immediate confirmation 
of the resolution, and the urgency of the case must be stated on the 
minutes. In all cases brought under the consideration of the com- 
mittee, their decision, when confirmed, is final, and shall be carried 
out forthwith by every member concerned.’’ Rule 16, ‘“‘The com- 
mittee may expel or suspend any member of the Stock Exchange who 
may violate any of the rules or regulations, or fail to comply with 
any of the committee’s decisions, or who may be guilty of dishonour- 
able or disgraceful conduct. The resolution for expulsion or sus- 

pension must be carried by a majority of three-fourths in a committee 
specially summoned for the purpose, and consisting of not less than 
twelve members, and must be confirmed by a majority of the committee, 
at a subsequent meeting specially summoned.’”’ The question now argued 
was whether the court would interfere by way of injunction to restrain the 
committee from putting in force their rules. On behalf of the applicants 
it was contended that there was, in fact, no charge against Brown and 
Doering when the matter was inquired into and investigated by the com- 
mittee, and that there was no evidence upon which the committee could 
have arrived at the conclusion at which they did arrive. When Brown 
and Doering attended before the committee no charges were made, but the 
committee merely asked for explanations of what had been reported in the 

newspapers. In the case of Partridge v. General Council of Medical Education 
and Registration (8 ‘Times L. R. 453) it had, the applicant said, been decided 
that the court would inquire whether the committee had acted upon legal 

evidence ornot. Now there was no proper evidence before the committee, 

and, therefore, the resolution was invalid and the confirmation would also 
be invalid. On the balance of convenience and inconvenience, the injunction 
ought to be continued until the trial of the action. Further, the applicants 
would be ruined in their hvelihood if the injunction were not continued. 
For the Stock Exchange it was contended that the committee had properly 
followed their rules, and had acted within them ; that there was no case of bad 
faith or caprice, and that the vourt would not interfere with the legitimate 

exercise of their powers. The committee had imposed on them a public 
duty of protecting the public in matters like the present, and this duty 
they had performed. The court would refuse in these circumstances to 
inquire into the justice of the committee’s decision. The following cases 

were referred to in support of the arguments for the committee: Challender 





tioning the use of lighted candles, might, if necessary, have been |} 
matter for consideration, the Church Intelligencer says:—‘‘ These pre- 
tended ‘decisions’ do not even exist. We have no official record | 
of them whatever. Scanty allusions in private letters written by the | 
defendants in the suit to their powerful friends at court to pro- | 
cure their interference with the due administration of justice are the | 
omly surviving mention of these alleged refusals to enforce the Act of | 
Uniformity ‘in 1628 and 1629.’ Judge Whitlock, one of the ‘two 
learned judges,’ had been imprisoned by the Star Chamber for making 
himself obnoxious to the court, and Judge Yelverton had been made to 
a ize abjectly on his knees to King James for speeches made in the | 
House of Commons. Even ‘decisions’ by Stuart judges given under 
such conditions might be worthless as precedents ; and it is therefore the 
more remarkable that the Privy Council, which so lightly casts aside its own 
* decisions,’ should have gone out of its way to record ‘its own view’ 
of the ible effect of apocryphal ‘decisions’ by two judges of assize, 


the exact nature of which was yot eyen known to any of their lordships."’ | case the attention of the Stock Exchange had been called to a report of 


v. Royle (36 W. R. 357, 36 Ch. D. 425), Baird v. Wells (39 W. R. 61, 44 


| Ch. D. 661), Ex parte Larnente (B. & S. 582), Hopkinson Vv. Marquis of Exeter 


(16 W. R. 266, L. R. 5 Eq. 63-66), Dawkins v. Antrobus (29 W. BR, 511, 17 
Ch. D. 620.) 

Bruce, J., dissolved the injunction. He said that the committee 
had arrived at the conclusion that the applicants had been guilty of 


| dishonourable conduct, and if the decision was confirmed they would be 


expelled. This court was not a court of appeal from the Stock Exchange 
Committee on matters of discipline whether they were right or not. It 
was not contended that there was a want of good faith or a breach of the 
rules. His lordship had to decide whether anything had been done 
contrary to justice. There was a matter stated by the counsel for the 
aes that no charge had been formulated. He did not 
think it could be contended that the charge must be made in a formal 
manner. All that was necessary was that the party accused should so far 
know the charge made against him that he could meet it. In the present 
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Scott vy. Brown, Doering, M‘ Nab, § Co. in the Times, and the remark of the Lords 
Justices that there was an agreement to cheat the public by making them 
believe there was a market. If that was true the persons who had done 
so were guilty of an offence for which they could be indicted. The question 
arose whether the other parties were implicated. Lopes, L.J., did not 
appear to have intended to implicate the present applicants, for he said 
that he (Lopes, L.J.) did not mean any expressions he used to determine 
that either Brown or Doering was personally implicated, and that no 
word employed by him ought to conclude the matter before the Stock 
Exchange Committee. Upon this the committee summoned the partners 
before them and interrogated them. It was enough to say that a number 
of questions were put to Brown to see to what extent he was implicated. 
The committee were singularly fitted to consider the matter and to deal 
with it, and it was competent to them to draw the conclusion that he had 
knowledge. Whether they were right or not was another question. If 
he thought that there were any substantial questions to be determined he 
might allow matters to remain in statw quo, but there was no dispute 
substantially as to the facts. It was clear that the court ought not to grant 
an injunction unless the plaintiff made out a primd facie case. He 
thought the Committee of the Stock Exchange ought to have formed their 
own opinion upon the evidence before them. He should, therefore, dissolve 
the injunction with costs.—CovnseL, Willis, Q.C., and Rose-Innes; Sir 
Edward Clarke, Q.C., and H. W. Loehnis. Sortcrrors, A. L. Armitage ; 
svavers Smith, Braithwaite, § Robinson. 
[Reported by V. pr 8. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law. } 
THE WOLVERHAMPTON AND DISTRICT INCORPORATED SOCIETY— 
31st August. 


Practice—THe Companres (MEmornanpum or Association) Act, 1890 (53 
& 54 Vicr. c. 62)—Perrition—Vacation Bustness—UrGENcyY. 

This was an ex parte application for leave to present a petition under the 
Companies (Memorandum of Association) Act, 1890, on the ground of 
urgency. The society was a society mcorporated for the protection of 
trade, and not formed for the purposes of gain. The sanction of the 
Board of Trade was not given till the 24th of August. It was desired to 
alter the memorandum to effect an amalgamation with the brewers and 
wholesale dealers, and it was feared unless it were done quickly they would 
form an association of theirown. No subscriptions, it was said, could be 
got in owing to the unsettled state of affairs. All the members and 
creditors assented to the application. It was stated that there would be a 
general meeting of the society in October, when it was desirable the 
matter should be settled, and if the petition came on in the ordinary way 
it could not possibly be heard until some time in November. 

Bruce, J., said that he was exceedingly reluctant to hear these matters 
in vacation, but as in the present case special reasons had been shewn 
he should allow the petition to come into the vacation list. Leave to pre- 
sent the petition was accordingly given. — Covnse., A. D. Stallard. 
Souicrtors, Miller, Smith, § Bell, for R. A. Willeock § Taylor, Wolver- 
hampton. 

‘Reported by V. pz S. Fowxe, Barrister-at-Law.! 


MARRYAT ». MARRYAT—31st August. 


Practice—Contemept or Court—ReLeaseE—Breacu or Court—FAtnvre or 
TRUSTEE TO GIVE INFORMATION. 


This was an application for the discharge of the defendant, Charles 
James Eyre, from Holloway Prison, where he had been imprisoned for 
contempt in disobedience to an order for the payment of a sum of money 
into court. The question was whether, by the longer detention of the 
defendant (who was a trustee under a marriage settlement), any 
good could arise to the beneficiaries either in the shape of more money 
or of information which the defendant was able to furnish. ‘The evidence 
went to shew that the defendant was unable to pay any more money, and 
he said that his health had been suffering for a long time, and that he was 
incapacitated from attending to business, though it did not appear that his 
health was injured by his being kept in Holloway Prison. He stated in 
his affidavit that he had communicated with the solicitors of the plaintiff, 
and had offered them all the securities and papers connected with the 
trust which were in his possession; but in opposition to the application 
for discharge it was alleged that the defendant had nct furnished all the 
information which it was in his power to give, and that he could give a 
great deal more information. Mere inability to pay was not, in the ab- 
sence of other circumstances, admitted as sufficient ground for discharging 
out of custody. Simpson v. Bell (1 May, 1879, Seton on Decrees, 5th ed., 
p. 414) was also referred to in opposition to the application, a form of order 
for the discharge of a prisoner on a letter from the Home Secretary being 
there given. The form of order is to the following effect: ‘‘ This court 
having been informed by a letter from the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department dated, &c., enclosing reports relative to the defendant I’., who 
was committed to. prison for contempt, {c., &e., . and also en- 
closing a doctor’s certificate that it would endanger the life of the said 
defendant if he remained in prison,’’ and it goes on to order the defendant’s 
discharge. 

Bruce, J., said the defendant appeared to have been a careless and 
reckless trustee. It appeared that what the plaintiffs wanted was further 
and better information of matters connected with the trust, which infor- 
mation the defendant was stated to be able to furnish. The plaintiffs 
must put their questions in a proper form so as to elicit the information 
they required, and the defendant would do what he could to answer 
them. The case would stand over till Wednesday next, when the answers 
would have been given and his lordship would be in a position to judge 
as to what ought to be done.—Covunse., @rifiths; Hart, Soxscrrors, 
Morse, Hewitt, § Farman; F. R, Nott, 
| Reported by V. pe 8. Fowxr, Barrister-at-Law. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
REG. v. BOALER—9th August. 


CertiorarI—CEnTRAL CriminaL Covrr—Powsr or Hicu Covert To pirect 
Wrir or Cerrrorart To Centrat Crmmnat Covurt—lInpictwent—In- 
MATERIAL AVERMENT IN INDICTMENT. 


Application by Mr. B. Boaler in person for a rule nisi for a writ of certiorari, 
directed to the Central Criminal Court, to bring up a conviction for the 
P se of quashing the sane. Mr. Boaler was, some years ago, indicted 
at the Central Criminal Court for publishing a libel upon the directors of 
a certain bank. Upon that indictment he was found guilty, and sentenced 
to a term of inprisonment, which he underwent. He took various unsuc- 
cessful proceedings to get this conviction set aside, and he now moved for 
a rule for a certiorari directed to the Central Criminal Court to remove the 
conviction obtained in that court for the purpose of having the conviction 
quashed, upon the ground that the indictment described the prosecutors 
as the directors of the bank, but that upon the trial it was not proved that 
these prosecutors were de jure directors of the bank. There was no doubt 
that these prosecutors were the de facto directors of the bank, and in fact it 
was admitted by the applicant himself, that they were the acting directors 
of the bank, but he now argued that as he was indicted for publishing a 
libel upon the directors, it ought to have been strictly proved at the trial 
that the prosecutors were the de jure directors of the , and that it was 
not sufficient that they were the de facto, or the acting directors, and he 
contended that on account of that omission in the proof at the trial the 
conviction was defective and ought to be quashed. The two points now 
argued were whether a writ of certiorari can go at all to the Ceutral Crim- 
inal Court, and whether, even if the writ can go, the averment in the in- 
dictment that the prosecutors were the directors of the bank was not an 
immaterial averment, after the admission that they were at all events the 
de facto, or acting directors of the bank. 

Tue Covrr (Lord Cotzrier, C.J., and Cave, J.) refused the application. 

Lord Coreriper, C.J.—I think we cannot grant this rule on two grounds, 
either of which is sufficient, and both of them make it impossible for us 
to grant it. First, there is no authority for saying that this writ, can go 
at all to the Central Criminal Court, which is a superior court. It is a 
court at least as high as the assizes—as the criminal court on the circuit— 
and it has been held expressly that no certiorari will go to bring up a con- 
viction obtained at the assizes for the purpose of being quashed here. But, 
secondly, I do not think there are any merits here. The utmost that Mr. 
Boaler has pointed out to us is that it may be that there was evidence 
given, or that there was no evidence given—it does not signify which— 
that there has been a mistake in respect of an averment that certain per- 
sons who were the prosecutors in the case were directors of an institution 
of which they were the directing board, and that, says he, was not proved 
and could not be proved. It seems to me that that was an immaterial 
averment, because it was quite sufficient to shew, as no doubt was shewn, 
that they had acted as such, and although no doubt if in some civil pro- 
ceeding they had been relying upon their character as directors, as justi- 
fying what they had done as directors, it might have been material to 
inquire whether they were in fact directors or not, yet in an indictment it 
was sufficient to shew that they acted as such. Upon both of these 
grounds, first, as to whether we have jurisdiction, and, secondly, if we had, 
whether we should exercise it, we must refuse this application. 

Cave, J.—I am of the same opinion. No instance of a writ of certiorari 
directed to the Central Criminal Court to bring up a conviction to be 
quashed can be found. Nor, indeed, is there any evidence that any- 
thing of the kind has been done at quarter sessions; and yet the cases 
in which men might have been in the position to object that there 
was no evidence to go to a jury upon particular facts alleged in the 
indictment must have occurred over and over again. Although this 
jurisdiction would have been one which would have been constantly 
exercised if it existed, there is no instance of its ever having been exercised 
except in the case of this very gentleman, which was heard before my 
brother Mathew and Smith, L.J., on the 24th of January, 1888, and in 
which it is admitted the case was decided against him. How the writ 
came to be issued in that case I do not know. If it had been decided in 
favour of the present applicant that would have been a case m point, but 
as it was decided against him it is not an authority which in any respect 
binds us. Looking at what appears to have been the practice during all 
ages of not allowing a certiorari to go eitherto the Central Criminal Court, 
or to the assizes, or to the quarter sessions, simply upon the allegation 
that an averment appearing in the indictment not been proved, that 
is to say, that there was no evidence laid before the jury upon which they 
could find that, and considering that there is no such writ known to have 
been issued in such a case, this to my mind, is quite sufficient to shew 
that this court has no jurisdiction to grant such a writ. Then in this case 
the point alleged not to have been = is that these gentlemen were de 
jure directors of the company. The libel was published upon them as acting 
directors of the company, and after that it is perfectly immaterial whether 
they were directors or whether they were not. _ If the libel had been that 
they were not directors, and the allegation had been that the defendant 
had falsely and maliciously alleged that they were not directors when they 
were, that might have been another » although it would not have 
affected our judgment here. But here it was necessary to shew—and 
that was shewn by the defendant’s admission contained in the letter—was 
that they were acting as directors. The libel was written about them as 
acting in that capacity, and whether they were appointed de jure, or were 
simply acting de facto, was quite immaterial. Application refused. 








Reported by Sir Suersrex Baxen, Bart., Barrister-at-Law, | 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Harotp Griwore Campton, solicitor (of the firm of Steadman, Van 
Praagh, Sims, & Co.), 23, Old Broad-street, London, has been appointed a 
Commissioner to take Affidavits in the Colonies of Tasmania and Southern 
Australia. Mr. Campion was admitted a solicitor in July, 1887. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLvrions. 

Joux Grorcr Borner, Heyry Graxvitte Waricut, Sypvey Tompson, 
Grorcr Francis Boyner, and Atrrep Bret, solicitors, Ingram House, 
165, Fenchurch-street, London (Bonner, Wright, Thompson, & Co.). Aug. 
8. So far as regards the said Henry Granville Wright. The remaining 
partners will continue to carry on their business, under the same style or 
firm as heretofore. 

Gero. S. Lawson and Gro. 8. Lawsox, jun., solicitors, 69, John-street, 
Sunderland. Aug. 10 [ Gazette, Aug. 26. 

Epwarp Crartes Pracaw and Cxartes Enwarp Warvye, solicitors, 
Rugby and Daventry (Peagam & Warne). Aug 9. [ Gazette, Aug. 30. 


GENERAL. 
Writing to the Times of the 29th of August, ‘‘ Northern Circuit ’’ says : 
“‘ Complaints of the law's delay are so frequent that a notable instance of 
legal despatch is worth recording. At the recent Liverpool Assizes an action 


was brought against an insurance company by one of its district managers | 


for wrongful dismissal. The cause of action arose on the 9th of June last: 
the writ was issued on the 16th of the same month, and after all the usual 
interlocutory proceedings, including inspection, discovery, interrogatories, 
&c., the action was disposed of and judgment given for the plaintiff for 
£250 on August 10. The whole of the legal proceedings from writ to 
judgment were thus carried through in two months. It will be difficult 
to render justice more speedy, whatever may be the character of the 
coming reforms of the circuit system.” 

A Parliamentary paper has recently been issued giving a return of the 
scquisition of land by local authorities under the Allotments Acts of 1887 
and 1890. From this it 


. 





land acquired being 1,207 es, and the total number of tenants to whom 
the land has been let being 2,891. 
Stanton. the secretary of 
Tesmes 


In reference to these figures Mr. A. E. 
the Rural 
ts point ont that they by no means represent the total results of the 


operation of the Acts. It has, he says, to be borne in mind that, before | 
male to local authorities under the Acts, attempts | 


application can be 
¢ to obtain land by voluntary negotiations with landowners - 
and, im commection with work of the league, it 
necessary only in comparativ 
The landowners have, in the majority of cases, shewn a willingness to 
bond fide applications for land. In this manner some 150,000 
allotments have been obtained since the passing of the Act of 1887. 

At Wesnminsie. Ziti the Times), between thirty and 
forty persons, tenar 
Palace, Chelsea, ap 
Chargme them with 
made losing order: 
















before Mr. de Rutzen on summonses 
eir dwelling-, after the magistrate had 
: n ir insanitary condition, and cn 
evidence that ther were unfit for human itation. The defendants were 
mostly Erich. and of the poorest class. Their landlord, Mr. P. Halahan, 
who is the sub-leewe of all the small property in respect of which the 
orders were Obtainel, was present in court: but on this occasion he took 
BO pert im fhe procesiiings, though he had strenuously opposed the 
uiterior prom=dinge of the Lord Cadogan, as the freeholder of 
the wty. and the owner recognized by the Act (Mr. Halahan’s interest 
etmg for » less term then twenty years), acquiesced in the closing orders, 
and im the subweyucut orders for demolition passed by the Chelsea Vestry. 
Mz. Pemberton. scliciivr t» the vestry. said that, despite the fact that his 
workip made order: Goose these places #0 long ago as March and 
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vestry. 














Movember tart year, they were «till oocupied and overcrowded. The 
wuthoritie: were face to face with the difficulty of enforcing an order of 
Geandittivn, e-gulzris properiy made. Every posible attempt had 
berm mad to frovtrete ther efforts, but the time had now come wher 


they were determined t wt down the houses 
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A tune qeohe: out the court would not be played with any longer 
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appears that fifty-six rural sanitary authorities , 
and four county councils have taken advantage of the Acts, the amount of | 


Labourers’ League, writes to the | 


has been found | 
ely few cases to appeal to the local authorities. | 


uses in Oakham-street and Wickham- | 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
MARRIAGES. 

Raxe—Apams.—Aug. 17, at Bearstead, nr Maidstone, Aubrey William Rake, of ~ 
Chancery-lane, London, solicitor, to Sophia, second daughter of Matthew Algernon 

_ Adams, of The Kulm, Bearstead, F.R.C.8. 

Seerreri—Warywaricnt.—Aug. 20, at Christ Church, Leeson-park, Dublin, George Serrel] 
of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Elizabeth Stavers, widow of the late Marcus Wain. 
wright, of Dublin. 

| Spoxes—Gurvey.—Aug 26, at the Church of the Ascension, Balham-hill, Arthur , 

| Spokes, barrister-at-law, of the Oxford Circuit, to Ethel Mary, only daughter of 

Arthur Gurney, of Russel] House, Balham. 





Waksin@ To tnTexpina House Purcuasers & Lessees.—Before purchasing or renting 
a house have the Sanitary arrangements thoroughly examined by an expert from The 
Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, next the Meteorological Office, Victoria-st,, 
Westminster (Estab. 1875), who also undertake the Ventilation of Cftices, &e.—{Apvr.] 


“" 
WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Fripay, Aug. 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Loarrep rn CHancrry. 

* Basic” Steamsnie Co, Lucren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 16, to send 
their names and 3 , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Barclay Peat, 3, Lothbury 

Crort Bay Spixxtxa Co, Liarren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 15, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward Hall, 
of Oldham, Cotton Dealer. Booth, Oldham, solor for liquidators 

Everiora Cyeies Syvpreatr, Liwrreno—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 4, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
C Moore, 3, Crosby sq 

Hexperson & Sratprxc, Lourep—Petn for winding up, presented Aug. 22, directed to 
be heard on Oct. 25. Webb, St. Helen’s , Bisho; te st, solor for petners. Notice 
of appearing must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Oct 24 

Hester Tececrapx axp Exvecrric Constrvetiox Co, Loutep—Petn for winding up, 

resented Aug. 23, directed to be heard before Vaughan Williams, J., on Oct. 25, 
laughter & May, Austinfriars, solors for petner. Notice of appearing must reach the 
abovenamed not later than ¢ o’clock in the afternoon of Oct. 24 

Ovp Hoescavecn Brewery, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 24, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur 
Harlow. 5. Bishopsgate st Within. Morrisons & Nightingale, Reigate, Surrey, solors 
for liquidator 

Taswayiay Strver Misixe Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 5, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F. A. 
Abraham, “), Coleman st 

London Gazette.—Tvespay, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwirep 1x CHANCERY. 

Berwery Devecoruext Co, Liurrep—Creditors are reyuired, on or before Sept 26, to 
send their names and , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Henri Colchester Mollett, 12, Moorgate s’; 

jarrisn Corvuera Sreamsarr Co, Liwrrep—aAll persons having claims are required, on or 
before Oct 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their claims, to 
James Heary Bowman, 23, Old Hall st, Liverpool 

Carrceos Tix Pirate Co, Lanrren—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 25, to send 
their names and ad and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Dix, 
Pembroke chmbrs, High st, Newport, Mon. Lloyd & Pratt, Newport, Mon, solors for 
liquidator 

Ge sens Ceepit axp Discoust Co, Liurrep—Creditors are required to send the particu- 
lars of their claims to Robert Ryrie and Edward March, 38, Lombard st, on or before 
Ot. 1 

|B. T. Lovesey & Co, Limrren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 8, to send their 

names and addresses, and the jculars of their debts and claims, to David Smith, 2, 
| Booth «t, Manchester Addleshaw & Warburton, Manchester, solors for liquidator 
Lesvos asp Peovisetat Previsnise Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct. 10, to send their namex and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
| to Louis Dalby Robinson, 74, Coleman st Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs, solors 
| for liquidator 
Sreamentr © Secempusa,”’ Linsrep —Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 30, to send 
their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Busk 

Crow, 17, Chapel chuabrs North, Chapel st, Liverpool Bateson & Co, solors for liqui- 

datr 





Victoria Paxoraua Co, Lansrev—Creditors are required, on or before Oct. 12, to send 
their names and addremex, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Holy- 
oake, re of Lindo & Co, #0, Coleman st 

| Wecen Weexiy Poecisnixe Co, Laxrrep—Creditor« are required, on or before Sept 26, to 
wend their naines and eumex, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William 
Powell, *, St John’s sq, Cardiff 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Accesotos Presevenascy Juvesie Ove Fettows Farspiy Socivry, Black Hore 
Hata, Accrington, Lancaster. Aug 25 

Morvroveras Oowsy ov Tare Peuare Ivonrres Bociery, Angel Inn, Aberkentig, Bridg- 
ond, Glamorgan. Aug 1% 


CRK“DITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Laer Day ov Cram. 
Lindon Gaulle, Tennant, Aug. ir 
Avvieey, Avs, Warkworth, Northumbrid Sept 77 Emley, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 
Aon nein, Reenens, Gower, Helford a, Novi Lavell, Finsbury 


Bercuve, Wiisiae Heoery, Yormby, Lance, Corn Merchant Aug 41 
Liverpool 
Camwrw, ons, LAverpod, Gent Rept # Ayrton & Uo, Liverpool 


| Cnevnr, Vesuous, Papworth Hall, Cambs Kept 1h Lodge, New ct, Carey at 
Cnn n, Kaa va, Keniiworth, oo. Warwick Oct % Handley & Co, Warwick 
| Cnvwn, Gemet, Kenilworth, Grow Ot* Handley & Co, Warwick 


North & Co, 


eel wren, Witiasn Carver, the younger, Grosvenor 14, Vimlieo, Gent, Ott 
i 0, 8, & 1, random, Vae0wx ot, Morand 
| Dawns, Gromer, Whe, Hath Autralia, Gent Jan 4 Waterhouse & Co, New et, lan 


hh 


way 
i Davies, Wittsen, Meweatie, tridgens, Ulam, thoonaler fey) 10 Movckwood, Bridgend 
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air Epwarn Curtis, Bath, Esq, late Capt in 64th Regiment Sept 22 Wansey & 
, Bristo! 
GanBuTT, sr CnaisT0P ur, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks, Jeweller Oct 1 Robson, Middles- 
boi 


roug! 
Garex, Tuomas, Roundhay, Leeds, Gent Sept1 Simpsons & Denham, Leeds 
Hauepes, Rt Hon Heyry Bovveniz be ie Viscount, Glynde pl, Sussex Sept 12 


Currey & Co, Gt George st, Westminste: 
Hopeson, Carme RINE, Warkworth, Northumbrid Sept 27 Emley, Newcastle upon Tyne 


Hoye, Marcaret Any, Lancaster Sept 5 Sharp & Son, Lancaster 

Husseet, Witiiam Davis, Tilshead, Wilts, Farmer Sept 22 Radcliffe, Devizes 

Jackson, Tuomas, Newton in Cartmel, Lancs, Grocer Sept 10 Tyson, Dalton in Furness 

Lawn, Bens Amin, Hollington, Sussex, Merchant Oct 1 Newton & Lewin, High st, 

ee ~—— Tuomas, Erdington, co Warwick, Licensed Victualler Sept 29 
Bickley & Lynex, Birming' 

LisTER, Tuowas Tuompson Cuntivre, Cuckfield, Sussex, Esq Sept 17 Waugh, Hayward’s 

OTE osern, Manchester, Commission Agent Sept 23 Hewitt & Son, Manchester 

Movtt, Joun Asuproox, Marple, co Chester, Yeoman Sept 29 Johnsons, Stockport 

Musorave, Rev Canon Witiiam Peers, Hereford Sept 20 Burges, Bristol 

Raz, Lady Marcarer, Newton Abbot, Devon Oct1 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot 


Rawace, Witt1AM Frepenick, Cranfield rd, Brockley, Gent Sept 12 Marchant & Ben- 
well, George yd, Lom st 
Rawsrrox, Marianne, South Shore, Blackpool Oct 1 Woodcock & Sons, Haslingden 


Rapanav Ey, sours Cotes, Ipswich, Portmanteau Maker Sept 18 Birkett & Ridley, 
wic 


ps 
Roserts, Davip, Newport, Mon, Rector of Henllys Oct 1 Stockwood, Bridgend 


Swrn, Saran, Stratford rd, Kensington, Lodging house Keeper Sept 22 Cook, Ser- 
jeants’ inn, Fleet st 
Suru, WittiamM Atrrep, Lower Uxbridge st, Notting Hill Gate, Licensed Victualler 
Oct 12 Layton & Co, Budge row, Cannon st 


aca awe, Westwick grdns, West Kensington Sept 9 Moon & Co, Lincoln’s inn’ 
e 


Turxry, CuARLEs, Steventon, Beds Sept 29 Jessopp & Son, Bedford 

Vert, Wii11AM, Solihull, co Warwick, Gent Oct 3 Russell, Lichfield 

Wituiams, Francis Sept 30 Birch & Birch, Lichfield 

Waicut, Any, Phillimore grdns, Kensington Sept 19 Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 19. 
Bamey, Any Paiuuis, Thorpe, Norwich Oct 15 Miller & Co, Norwich 
Bawey, Witt1aM, Thorpe, Norwich, Gent Oct 15 Miller & Co, Norwich 
Baryes, Wittiam, Exeter, Banker Sept 30 Burch & Son, Exeter 
Brickwoopv, Evwix Laruam, Hove, Brighton, Solicitor Oct 1 Bartlett, Bush lane 
Broavuunst, GeorGe, Macclesfield, Gent Sept 21 Mair & Blunt, Macclesfield 
Coupmax, Frances Mary, Islip, co Northampton Sept 26 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 
Count, Emma, Colchester Sept 24 White & Son, Colchester 
Count, WitL1AM Tuomas, Colchester, Gent Sept 21 White & Son, Colchester 
CrossLanp, Tuomas, Milford, Derby, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 29 Wheatcroft, Belper 


Dayman, Cuarues Oncnarv, Millbrook, co. Southampton, Barrister-at-Law Sept 17 
Dayman & Fisher, Tiverton, Devon 
Dotruix, Joseru, Little Norton, Norton Canes, Staffs, Farmer Sept 15 Gardner, 


noc 
Downs Joun, Pelton, co, Durham, Merchant Tailor Sept 15 Pybus, Newcastle-on- 
ne 


| Evens, James, Plymouth, Gent Sept 30 Jackson, Plymouth 
| Everact, Susans, Richmond, Surrey Sept 29 Edgell, Kingston-on-Thames 
Few, Witi1am, Wentworth, Isle of Ely, Farmer SeptS Hall, Ely 
| Forp, Saran Axy, Church rd, Brixton Sept20 Collens, Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 
Go.ptse, Josern, Peasmarsh, Rye, Sussex November 30 Jones & Glenister, Hastings 
Comes, Com Parsons, Keyston, Hants, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 26 Hunnybun & 
un 


Greex, Many Asx, Worcester Sept 12 Corbett, Worcester 
Haagpixe, Sarau, Kenilworth, co Warwick Sept 30 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Harpixe, Tuomas, Kenilworth Sept 30 Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Hay tock, Cuartorre, Ely, Cambs Sept 30 Archer & Son, Ely 
Hits, Svsanva Isape., Dempsey st, Stepney Sept 16 Roberts, Coleman st 
Hossoy, Evwarp, Southport, J.P.,Gent Sept 30 Cook, Southport 

| Jacksox, Geonce, Kingston upon Hull, Builder Sept 23 Winter & Henson, Hull 


J , FREDERICK, Park, and Melbourne, Victoria, 
EFFERY c ner tet — Ny mg oe 
Kives.ey, Gzorce Secor and Mary, Cambridge Oct1 Kingsley, Furnival’s inn 


Kirxe, Jous Hesry, Kempston Manor, nr Bedford, retired Colonel Oct 11 Mee & Co, 
Retford 
| Kinxwoop, Witi1am, Shoeburyness, Essex, Licensed Victualler Sept 2) Bolton & Co 


Temple grdns : } 
Manrxuam, Exiza, Halton rd, Canonbury Sept 12 Martin & Co, King st, Guildhall 
LaMMIMAN, seen, a upon Hull, Cordwainer Sept 23 Levett & Champney, 


Kingston u 
| Mason, Frances, ee Bucks Sept 17 Barrett & Dean, Slough 
| Mixutsyerr, Atrrep Wii.1aM, Southsea, Builder's Accountant Sept 3) Jackson, Ply- 


mouth 
| Moornouse, EcrzasetH Mary, Doncaster Sept 30 Stott, Leeds 


Newitt, Joux, Themford, Northamptonshire, Yeoman Sept 30 Bennett, Banbury 
i Nuss, Tuomas Caney, Watling st, Lithographer Oct 31 Crawford & Chester, Cannon st 
| Popwore, WritiaM, Cherrington, Salop, Farmer Sept 3) Heane, Newport. Salop 
Pooir, Mary Haxriet, Milverton, co Warwick Sept 24 Wagstaff, Pershore 
Pucks, Ewi.y Hare, Windermere Sept 26 Hunnybun & Sons, Huntingdon 
| Puckxie, Bexsamis Hare, Grafham, Hunts, Clerk in Holy Orders Sept 2s Hunnybun & 


Sons, Hun 
Rapcuirre, Georaixa, Settle, Yorks Sept 20 Ramsden & Co, Coleman st 


Ray, Hesry Carreyrer, Glos, Iron Acton, Esq, J.P. OctS Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Rowe, Josern, Colchester, Seed Grower Sept 24 White & Son, Colchester 

Rowe, Racuet, Mutley, Plymouth Sept7 Bond & Co, Plymouth 

Sexnovse, Saran, Nice, France Oct 1 Hughes & Sons, Chapel st, Bedford row 

Surrn, Ewa Axx, Cornwall gdms Sept 20 Needham, New inn 

Tav.or, Jacos, New Mills, co Derby, Yeoman Sept 29 Johnsons, Stockport 

Tuoxixc, Many Avy, Turnchapel, Plymstock, Devon Sept? Bond & Co, Plymouth 

Warm, Cuana, Bexley Heath, Kent Oct 15 Thompson & Sen, Devereux chmbrs, 
‘em 


e 
| eter Tuomas, Ardwick, Manchester, Gum Manufacturer Aug 2 Croften & 
ven, 
| Wicuiams, Ays, Carmarthen Sept 20 Thomas, Carmarthen 
| Woop, Aurrsp, Cirencester, Tobacconist Oct 3 Haygarth & Lawrence, Cirencester 


Woop, Jous, Manchester, Bank Inspector Sept 20 Moseley-Williams, Manchester 
| Woopwarp, Wri11aM, Manchester, Grocer Sept 3) Boardman, Manchester 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 26. 

RECEIVING ORDERS. Court 

Bayyisten, Anruur, Hatcham rd, Hatcham, Beer Retailer 


Pet July 15 Ord Aug 4 
Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 


mission Agent 


\Jones, W G G, late Lombard st, Solicitor High Court 

Kuiaut, Arruvr E K, Euston ma, of no occupation 

Konscurt, Franz ny Wasven, Hatton garden, o- 
Court 


Cuscwioprs, CHARLES 1} Redruth, Cornwall, Com- 
mission Agent Sat 12 Of Reo, Boscawen st, 
Trure 


Cerrex, Joux Cuances, Leikester, Boot Manufacturer 
Sept 2at 12.90 Off Reo, 34, Priar lane, 
Covuruvrst, Joux, Ramsbottom, Lanes, Coal Merchant 


High 


Pet Aug 22 Ord A 


High Court Pet July 14 Ord Aug 22 Li Glam, ter Neath Sept 3 at 1030 16, Mong st, Bolten 

Baytiva, Tuoses Bevonse, Glonsester, Carpenter Glou- | eg / — Canwa, comre, High ri, Lower Clapton 
cester Pe’ ug 22 , . thsea, Outfitter Portsmouth Pet Sept 2 at ll ht Carey st 

Banker, Samurn., New Boag, Kent, Grocer Rochester Min ‘Aug 22 Ged hur 92 ~ = Dixex, ry 1x Bow ~ Norwich, SeptSats OF 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 |Sctatum, Rarwart, a Scravem, and Nessim Scrates, Ree, S Exe a, & 

Boorn, WittiAM Suakesrern, Smethwick, Staffs, Account- | Manchester, Shipping Merchants Manchester Pet Apr Ev an, 5 Prank QConserr, Brighton, Jeweller Sept 5 at 


ant Clerk West Bromwich Pet Aug ye Ord Aug 22 | 4 OWA 
Busneci, Cuaries, Lowestoft, Umbrella Maker Gt Yar- ‘Scratea, Ry ry eg Manchester, 
mouth Pet Aug2i Ord ps 24 Pet Aug ll Ord A 
Buriers, Fraycis Henny, Poulshot, Wilts, Farm 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 
CuurcnLanp 


eater 
armer Bath ler eg Grantham, , al Nottingham Fet 
Witam Arxoip, Liverpool, Estate Agent laura, ay: Be Vale, Mon, Boot Maker Trede- 


2.90 Off Reo, 2, app, Leaxton Bree 
 Eiiesion Merchants Man- Fsaaxnean, Peeoeerck Wrirtam, Caledonian rd, Bagimeer 
Sept 2 at 2.2 Runkraptcy bhiga, Carer st 

at 11.0 Lawson Brats 
Gusvs, Hann Burs, Southyrart, late Merchant Sopt at 5 





Liverpool Pet Aug 22 Ord "Aug 22 gar PetAug@?? Ord A 
« . &, Victoria st, aes 
C “Whe Mien atte News Agent | Taontho. toe So bem ~ e Ganiener Northamp- 4 aa: ae st ar Liverpool, Licensed 
: ton Pet June? O ) ualler Sept oa 

a ag I — erin, —— Proprietor High | Trise 7 KR, Passuno ow» AL ~ hy Surxvr nam on Avrann vest shsm Con, & VE é Le 
Jour ug 4 rd Aug 24 dentare, Draper Sepe 

Cor py zens aes me = ype Boot Manufacturer Sout hea ena’ } we Prnar *“ show —_ — ~~ ante OF Bn, 
CoH ug ug 2 | Vernon, G . Burslem, ware 3 = » Queen tora st, Accountant Sept 

Cor . ° oe RAT, Jom N, Ramsbottom, Lan, late Coal Merchant | =~) Bursiom Pot s Pot Aug 24 ord Awe 34 ee ta > ie > 4 ~~ 

oun ton Pet Aug’ Ord A ug 38 | Wurrenouss, Joux, Birt ‘omission Agent Bir | , Ivwnan Geores, ye me Sdhoenaster 

we ~y Tayin, ~~ 9 hide der Guildford and Godal- | mingham Pot Aug v2? Ord Aug 22 Sel QatS Ot Reo, A Teaaple chmdes, Tempe 
ug u ly Ponyyroes Jandeder, } 
Ci erin By 6 formar King 6 rd, r Choleon, P Provision Mer- beg: eB... Pet Aug vw Ont ‘on n Journey com, Taenan, Leeks, Root Manufactaree Sept bat 5 
une ls Ord Aug 2 Mt ew. Perk Leeds 

Davins, Witiiam, vorrvete, Carmarthenshire, Draper | - hte Swe ade 

Carmarthen Pet As ‘ord Aue nu , “a FIRST MEKTINGS, La wo mW “On Reo, 3, ‘Ahewaindtra wi, ~~ 
Terwkendam 


Mant Avraap Bowin, 3 cae, Surrey, Farmer Croydon | Ayonmwanrna, Jowx Mawre 


Serres 
) Tatar, Bannse, Ses alls Oe Rea, 


t A Redruth, Cornwall Tebne- 
Epu Ve ead Ord Aug 2 conint Sept Fat 12.90 OM Reo, Rossawen wt, abr, eae 
vf — hy” 1tiAM, Bnfleld Highway, Numeryman Ed« | Banken, Samunn, New Brompton, Rent, Grocer Rept Dat | | Lewin, Jom, Rired Vale, f Qual Meredart eae 
Ce eee Aus 8 Ord Aug LW Of Rochester 2 at UB Of Reo, Oowaty o Marked place, 
a proses, Halifax, Auggionoer * alitax Pot Aug 2 | Banwnit, Joy, Maenavon, Mon, late Innkeeper Sept 2 
ni Aug 22 at 12 Off Roo, Gloucester Rank ohmbis, Newport, | Ronmara, Rowee, 


Hanns, Cuantua, Neath, Glam, Mason Neath Pet Aug Mon 


Parmer zat x Me yee i Motel, a 
Layton, wall, Soliciter Sao, Max. ieee 


Runreave, eteon Basten Manchester, Surveyor Man ae a Taste hemi Rankruey arey 
chester Pot Aw ond Aus wt ; , n Wenn ‘ Yh 1 ‘\ te allater 4 ‘in ton, OX Mm ase : : 
Hoox, Noan, Norwh . Oo Moevol \ — —_ ~~ . - . in | Tansey Cymaery, Hastings Sept Sat kt Ot 
0 form Merchant's Traveller Nor a Pat 1 Bankvuptoy Bites | 2a. habenr ene, Laman Dawe 


with Pet Aug a Ord Aug 99 


ovgyron, Ja vaues pene timp er Wores, Lankeeper puvve Ww Hs sapts ” 
rd 
ua, an ned't on + Smad Pinuhley, Haker Marnet Cay ead 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bantixe, Tuomas Bovcuer, Gloucester, Carpenter Glou- 
cester Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 


TLTON CASSANET BarKER, and WILLIAM 


Barxer, GreorGe, J 
High Court Pet June 


ARKER, Mark lane, Bankers 
Ord Aug 24 


BarweE.t, Joux, Blenavon, Mon, Innkeeper Newport, 
Mon Pet Augé6é Ord Aug 24 
Brato, Sau Bexssmix, Manchester, Merchant Manchester 


June 15 Ord Aug 24 P 
Boorn, Witttam Sxaxesrere, Smethwick, Staffs, Ac- 
countant Clerk West Bromwich Pet Aug 20 Ord 


Aug 22 

tua, Cuar.es, Lowestoft, Umbrella Maker Gt Yar- 
mouth Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Burer, Fraxcis Hesxry, Poulshot, Wilts, Farmer Bath 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

CuvurcHianp, Wittiam Arnowp, Liverpool, Estate Agent 
Liverpool Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Ciark, Frepericx, Halstead, Essex, General Newsagent 
Colch Pet Augi19 Ord Aug 22 

Cortox, Joux Cuarves, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Lei- 
cester Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 


Davies, Witi1am, Ferryside, Carmarthenshire, Draper 


en Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 22 
Hares, Cuartes, Neath, Glam, Mason Neath Pet Aug 
23 Ord Aug 23 
Harrianxp, THomas Georce, Manchester, Surveyor Man- 
chester Pet Aug24 Ord Aug 24 


Hoox, Noan, Norwich, Corn Merchant’s Traveller Norwich 
Per Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Hoventoxs, James Hices, Bromsgrove, Worcs, Innkeeper 
Worcester Pet Aug 23 Ord Ang 23 

Ise, Georce, Red Lion hill, East Finchley, Baker 
Pet Aug 20 Ord Aug 22 

Iseram, Georcr, Rickmansworth, Herts, Schoolmaster St 
Albans Pet Juneli Ord Ang 18 

KLEMANTASK!, Mavrice, Cambridge grdns, Kilburn, Hair 

hant High Court Pet July 19 Pet Aug 23 

Lzwis, Davin, Briton Ferry, Glam, Shunter Neath Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Miriieas, James, Southsea, Outfitter Portsmouth Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 


Barnet 


Mores, Fraxyx, Chesham, Bucks, Boot Manufacturer 
Aylesbury Pet July 21 Ord Aug 19 

Powet,, Water Lizweitrs, Chepstow, Mon, Wine 
Merchant Newport,Mon Pet Augi6 Ord Aug 22 


Reece, Grorce. Manchester, Slipper Manufacturer Man- 
chester Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 24 
Srevess, James, Birmingham Metal Broker Birmingham 


Pet July 26 Ord Aug5 
Weervos, Frepericx, High Wycombe, Bucks, Chair 
ufacturer Aylesbury Pet July 2 Ord Aug 17 
Commission gent 


Wuartrnovse, Joux, Birmingham, 
Birmi Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 23 

Wiss, Joszrn Noruax, Durham, Chemist 
Augil Ord Aug 2 

Youxc, Rozert, Penygroes, Liandebie, Carmarthenshire, 
Labourer Carmarthen Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 


London Gazette—Tvesvay, Aug 3). 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Atexanper, James, Gt Winchester st, Merchant High 
Court Pet Aug27 Ord Aug 27 

Bessautx, Geoncr, Barbican, Wholesale Furrier High 

Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Boas, Josern, Leicester, Coal Merchant Leicester Pet 
Augll Ord Aug 25 

Bzooxes, Atrzep, Sheffield, Hoxier Sheffield Pet Aug 27 

Zi 

Cooxsos, Sauces, Birmingham, Labourer Birmingham 

Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 


Cox, Cusnces Wattre, and Feevenick Rosixsox, Liver- | 


Aug 27 


Liverpool Pet 
Milk Dealer York Pet 


Biectrical Engineers 
Ord Aug 27 
Demats, Axtuoxy, Harrogate 
@ Ord Aug 27 
Dever, Hexerx, Hereford, Greengrocer Hereford Pet Aug 
2% Ord Auge 


THE SOLICI 





Durham Pet | 


Fisnex, Janes Jouy, Womersicy rd, Hornsey, of no occu- | 


Ord Aug % . 
upon Hull, Blue Grinder 
Ord Aug 23 


Court Pet Aug % 
Feasxs, Joszru, Kingston 
i upon Hull Pet Aug 2 
Gazzap & Co, Fenchurch #, Shipbroker« 
Pa July 22 Ord Aug % 
Giseos, C, Grove rd, Holloway, Provision Dealer High 
Court Pet Augls Ord Aug % 

Hansosps, Wittiax, Loneton, 
tarer Longton Pet Aug?s Ord Aug 2 
Heweos, Cusnies Hewey, Plackrod, Lance, Tailor 

Pea Aug® Ord Aug % 
Kercurs, Cusuces, Guidebridge, nr Manchester, Labourer 
Ashton under Lyne and Stalybridge Pet Aug 15 Ord 


Bolton 


Aug 2% 
Loves, Jaurs, late of Aberavon, Glam, Secretary of « 


Society Neath Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 24 
Masserr, Jonx b bidgs, Putney bridge rd, Surrey, 
Batcher Wandeworth Pet Aug 5 Or Aug 2% 


Nicnotsx, Tuonss, Newcastle on Tyne, Merchant New- 
eom Tyne Pt Augs Ord Aug % 


Noxert, Avrezv, Barniey, Hag Merchant Barnsley 
Pa Aug® Ord Aug & 

Pestetow, Kicndev, Upwool, Hunts, Farmer Peter- 
bore Pe Aug Z Ord Aug 77 

Pizact, Joonrn, Liverpod, Whip Manufacturer Liver- 


pod PAAug® Ori Aug & 

Posrex, Witstsx Joux, Virmingham, Tinplate Worker 
Birmingham VA Avg ® Ord Aug &% 

Peswe, Maer Axx, Broiwartine, Heretordshir: 
Merlot Pet Aug Zi Ord Aug 77 

Reweer, Josern Witsisn, Whitchaven, Draper White- 
haven PAAng® Ori Aug & 

Brat, Marwan, m4 Geese Aww Kras, Tenby, Cab Pro- 

Pearse Dock Ve Aug iG Ord Aug 6 

Serves, ¥ D.Quen Vitoria t High Court Ve Aug 1) 
rh Aug DB 

Su scacerer, Laeren. Veedtord, tormeriy Fruiterer 
fad VA aug Urb Ang & 


Pariner 


iWtasi- 


High Court 


Staffs, China Manufac- | 


| Percy, 


Tucker, Overton GerorGce, Binfield rd, Clapham, late 
Butcher High Court Pet Aug6 Ord Aug 25 
Wuatey, Wi1u1am, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Aug9 
rd Aug 25 
Wiiiiams, Davin, Doeepenty, nr Pontypridd, Glam, Iron- 
monger Pontypridd Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 
Wittiams, Joux, Ynysddu, Pontllanfraith, Mon, Grocer 
Newport, Mon Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 j 
Wricut, Cuantes Epwarp, Middlesborough, Grocer Mid- 
esborough Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
ANNULLING ADJUDICATION. 
Wuirt te, Francis, Ki 
Ree Ord May 19 Adj June 28 Rescand Annul Aug 22 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
AupripGe, Stan.ey, Colchester, Tobacconist 
36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Avustix, Water Harry, Kidderminster, Bicycle Dealer 
Sept 6 at 2 Ivens & Morton, solicitors, Kiddermin- 
ster 
Baker, Jouy Epwanrp, Penarth, Glam, Hairdresser Sept 8 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Bantixc, Tuomas Boucuer, Gloucester, Carpenter Sept 10 
at3 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 
Bawxs, Jouy, Batley, Yorks, Joiner Sept 6 at 4 
Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Barker, James, Loughborough pk, Brixton, of no occupa- 
tion Sept 7 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bartos, Ricuarp, Kingsnorth, Kent, Farmer Sept 9 at 3 
Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canterbury 
Brevay, Merrpirs, Lawrence lane, Warehouseman’s Clerk 
Sept 6 at 2.30 ogy of bldgs, Carey st 
Boam, Josern, Leicester, Coal Merchant Sept 7 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 34, Friar lane, Leicester 
Burier, Francis Hesry, Pculshot, Wilts, Farmer Sept 14 
at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
Cooxe, James, Harold rd, Upton park, late Licensed Vic- 
tualler Sept 7 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s¢ 
Davies, Wii11am, Ferryside, Carmarthenshire, Draper 
Sept 6at11 Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Demars, Antuony, Harrogate, Milk Dealer Sept 13 at 
11.30 Off Rec, York 
Drarer, CHartes ALLEN, Worcester, Photographer Sept 
8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Evwyys, Evrrn Kare, Elm gards, Hammersmith, Widow 
Sept 7 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Fearnsive, Atoszo, Earlsheaton, Dewsbury, Book Keeper 
Sept 6 at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Frans, Joseru, Kingston upon Hull, Blue Grinder 
Satil Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 
Ginss, Grorce, Halifax, Auctioneer Sept 7 at 3.30 Off 
Ree, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 
Goopisc, Jerewran Jonx, Saxmundham, Suffolk, Auc- 
tioneer Sept 6 at 12.30 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
Harrianxp, Tuomas Georce, Manchester, Surveyor Sept 9 
at 3 Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Horsmax, Roperr Wiiiiam, Eling, co Southampton, 
Landscape Gardener Sept iat 12 Off Rec, 4, East 
st, Southampton 
Hoveuntox, James Hices, Bromsgrove, Worcs, Innkeeper 
Sept 9 at 10.15 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen st, Worces- 
ter 
Howe, Jouy, Colchester, Clothier Sept 7 at 2.30 
hall, Colchester 
Hupsox, Cuaries Hexry, Blackrod, Lanes, Tailor Sept 8 
at 11.30 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Jack, Watter Greic, Gt Western rd, Westbourne pk Sept 
7at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Lucas, Winuiam Cuanson, Cardiff, Cooper Sept 8 at 12 
Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 


Sept 6 at 12 


Off Ree, 


Sept 


Town- 


Mitis, Joseru, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer Sept 7 at 3 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Morcas, Dasiet, Lianfihangel, Talyllyn, Brecon, Inn- 


keeper Sept6at12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

Morcas, Davin, Cardiff, Grocer Sept 8 at 11.80 Off Rec, 
29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Monaeis, Feaxx, Chesham, Bucks, Boot Manufacturer Sept 
7 at 3.30 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

toneet, Southport, Joiner Sept 15 at 3.20 Off Rec, 
35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Pexexixs, Tuomas Cuaritox, Reading, Corn Merchant Sept 
6at12 Assize Courts, Reading 

Potvock, James, & Soxs, Mottingham, Kent, Builders 
Sept 9 at 11.80 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Rerves, Hexny, Dorking, Surrey, Schoolmaster Sept 6 at 
12.40 24, Railway app, London bridge 

Resxey, Josern Wit114M, Whitehaven, Draper Sept 9 at 
12.3%) 67, Duke st, Whitehaven 

tuverone, Anruunx, Newhill, nr Wath upon Dearne, Yorks, 
Miner Sept7 at 2.00 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Sceruczovn, Roseer Bisaert, St Helens, nr Liverpool, 
Iron Merchant Aug l5at3 Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Sumsen, Kexner Wittsam, Worcester, Builder 
10.15 Off Rec, 44, ee at, Worcester 

Teiscucex, Furprnicx Avyaew BSugrvrary, and Atrunp 
Peuxixs Mansvux, New bridge st, Publishers Sept 9 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey xt 

Wire, Janes Bexxert, West Malvern, Confectioner 
Sept Bat 10.15 Off Rec, 45, Copenhagen #t, Worcester 

Witstaus, Gesevirn James. Trehafod, Pontypridd, Glam, 
Grocer Bept6at% Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

Youxs, Korver, Penygroes, Laandebie, Carmarthenshire, 
labourer Sept 6at2.4) Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Car- 


marthen 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


tanxs, douse, Batley, Yorks, Joiner 
» Ord Aug 

Baxsteren, Antuvn, Hatcham rd, Hatcham, Beer Retailer 
High Court Pet July 14 Ord Aug 27 

tanner, Pison Lecas, Taunton, of no occupation Taunton 
Pet Angi2 Ord Aug ® 

Bannen, Baucus, New Brompton, Kent, Grocer 
Pet Aung % Ord Aug % 


Sept 7 at 


Dewsbury Pet Aug 


Rochester 


Beso, Hewny Bows, late Ballater rd, Brixton, Commer- 

al Traveller High Court Vet July w Ord Aug & 
Hain Biow, Manchester, Merchants 
Ord Aug 27 


baw, Jowvrn, and 


Manchester Vit June 16 
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st, Regent st, Gent High Court | 





<< ——— ————_—_—_—__., 


CaiverLey, Josep, Leeds, Wine Merchant Leeds Pe 
Aug3 Ord Aug 24 

Cooxsoy, Samvet, Birmingham, Labourer Birmingham 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 . 

Courtyey, Tuomas, King’s rd, Chelsea, of no occupation 
High Court Pet June 27 Ord Aug 26 

Curzoy, Wynpuam Henry Hearucore Rorer, Old Quebee 
st, Oxford st, of no occupation High Court Pet July 
8 Ord Aug 26 . 

Davis, Jayk, Tressillian rd, St John’s, Deptford, late East 
Indian Agent High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 

Demat, AntHony, Harrogate, Milk Dealer York Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Drury, Henry, Hereford, Greengrocer 
Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Epyonpbs, Witi1am, Enfield Highway, Nurseryman Ed. 
monton Pet Aug19 Ord Aug 25 

Ex.istox, Josepx Wittiam Roger, Upper Thames st, 
z ess Engraver High Court Pet July 22 On 
Aug 27 

Fisuer, James Joux, Womersley rd, Hornsey, of no 
occupation High Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Franks, Josepu, Kingston upon Hull, Blue Grinder King. 
ston upon Hull Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

GurreripGE, Tuomas, and Freperick Scorr, Tonmawr, nr 
Neath, Glam, Colliery Proprietors Swansea Pet April 
14 Ord Aug 26 

Hammonp, Tuomas Epwarp, Southwark pk rd, Clothier 
High Court Pet July 22 Ord Aug 27 

Harpiker, Gerorce, St Michael’s, nr Liverpool, late 
Licensed Victualler Liverpool Pet July 13 On 
Aug 26 

Hupson, Cuaries Henry, Blackrod, Lancs, Tailor Bolton 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Kixepom, Josern, Bristol, Provision Broker 
Augi7 Ord Aug 25 

Konscue.t, Fraxz Paut Watter, Ivydale rd, Nunhead, 
— Agent High Court Pet Aug 22 On 
Aug 26 


Hereford Pet 


Bristol Pet 


Mitts, Joseru, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer Sheffield 
Pet Aug18 Ord Aug 27 
Nosiett, Aurrep, Barnsley, Rag Merchant Barnsley 


Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Op, GrorGr Freperick, Moseley, Wores, late Stock Broker 
Birmingham Pet Augi19 Ord Aug 26 

Pavwine, Rosert, Birmingham, Restaurant Keeper Bir- 
mingham Pet July 28 Ord Aug 26 


Pexretow, Ricuarp, Upwood, Hunts, Farmer  Peter- 
borough Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Piercy, Josern, Live: 1, Whip Taccitntaete Liverpool 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


Price, Mary Any, Bredwardine, Herefordshire, Farmer 
Hereford Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

{EEVES, Henry, Dorking, Surrey, Schoolmaster Croydon 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 25 . 

Rewney, Joseru Witiiam, Whitehaven, Draper White- 
haven Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

ScuorieLp, WAvTER JAmeEs, Borough High st, Southwark, 
— Agent High Court Pet June 24 Ord 
Aug 26 

Scrama, Moses, Wintiam Henry Sciama, and Joseru 
Sciama, Manchester, Merchants Manchester Pet 
July 11 Ord Aug 27 

Scrymceour, Ropert Bissert, St Helens, nr Liverpool, 
Iron Merchant Liverpool Pet Augil Ord Aug 27 


SHACKLETON, Lister, Bradford, formerly Fruiterer Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 
Sugiprake, Tuomas, Rothsay st, Bermondsey Brewer 


High Court Pet July1 Ord Aug 26 

Sreakmay, Ricuarp Epwarp, Doddington Park, nr 
arm, Land Agent Nantwich Pet Aug 3 Ord 
Aug 26 

Tamriin, WiLLiam, Ebbw Vale, Mon, Bootmaker Tredegar 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 23 

Wii.tams, Joux, Ynysddu, Pontllanfraith, Mon 
Newport, Mon Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Wricut, Cuartes Epwarp, Middlesborough, Grocer 
Middlesborough Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25— 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Ray, Tuomas Rosert, Bootle, Lancashire, Provision Dealer 
Liverpool Adjud Feb 23, 1891 Annul Aug 26 


Grocer 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

a Y. 5.—Messrs. Monrimen, Jones, & Henny, at the Mart, 
i.C., at 1 for 2 o’clock, Freehold Brewery and Malting 
and Freehold and Copyhold Licensed Houses (see adver- 
tisement, Aug 27. p. 737). 

Sept. 9.—Messrs. Parsons & Sox, at their Sale Rooms, 
Marine-parade, Brighton, Frechold Business Premises 
(see advertisement, this week, p. 2). 





| EDE AND SON, 


ak Uh 
it Sith 
ROBE gt} MAKERS. 
BY BPECIAL APPOINTMENT 


| To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the 
| Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 





ROBES YOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Clerks of the Peace. 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
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